the whole thing would turn to dust and ashes in his
mouth. And it would do so precisely because all the
time his thinking has been preconditioned by the
existing order and he has been thinking about it all
in terms of himself\

Moreover, it is just this which justifies the fear of
bureaucracy log-rolling and jobbery in the opponents
of the Socialist order as now expounded. Socialism, as
now taught,, must lead to disaster. There is no possible
escape. For most of those who have most sincerely
desired Socialism have thought of it in terms w^hich
must mean that for all except a very small minority
the promises of Socialism cannot be realized in prac-
wtice. Everyone cannot be an executive. And finding
that their hopes of Socialism for themselves are not
in fact realized, they are bound to think that something
has gone wrong, they are bound to push and wangle
and wrangle for themselves, for their own personal
advancement, for their o\vn individual enlargement
in the Socialist State. It is therefore irrelevant that
the opponents of Soviet Russia, and unfortunately far
too many of those who were once fully sincere friends
of Russia, allege that jobbery, log-rolling and bureau-
cracy are rife in that country. What the ordinary man
instinctively knows is that a Socialist State, achieved
through the present advocacy, must lead to those
evils in this country.

I know quite wrell that I Tiave been unfair to a great
many of the individual advocates of Socialism, and
that I have ignored the fine moral enthusiasm which
inspired its supporters in its early days. But I claim that
I have correctly assessed the centre of gravity of the
current advocacy of Socialism. Moreover, the early
moral fervour which Socialism aroused in its sup-
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